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A, Fo AR, o9A GAREA, Tt EEERHLEAS, Folo] FEERAYE
Azt AEEA AAA 244 AR Rod: AL FI Kk

dA ek Aol Flgoln FRH BFE R A Aol 1AL ok: AL 7
A8 ols g Lolsl, 2del A4 ow BAL HAL Ao] FeA F Avkd, = o)
2el% 2% A4sErk? SH4k(Thab Hassan)s] g Wold Agaisl, d4% 9ot

475 A9 £3007 Aotk @A sAe ohiw A APFe ofh Aol
= FFE EAERYUZEE BEAYA AdeE TeiAd, o £9 W] $dE
JlelAE G oz o §4¢ AdsAz TR S AdelAld o] BL A es,
= olel Ak Bl HaAA £Ftm FAE AL 2RE ¢ @Fel, Azl AU
ol el gt olm Bael AaA TEAS, o FAZT, 2Tz, 2Ao
2 JEA, ok HEA, & AAA] A4 4Fn 4AF 2 de 2VF FE 9
< el
20417) B dAFbo) TS olRstolA hehts] A% T8, 43 g AT o
HERAY ZLERHYZ Wt B 449 JETo] Agivh zelx $elviel
AL AR GAEL AAL A 3AA'S] TRE LY ol mE ALNE A%
24 S337] daA 2 AFeAY, 249 J19] BE AT, BEIHIS =4
oA BT A%, == 279 AN FY AFIQT. EEERTYZ) A JAAY 3 .
AA 43¢ At A9AF A2 Bxold 47 A4 o fdry A Y2 A



92 A X W OB (B2
L g 2749 TEY v R (Mikhail Bakhtin) o) gt=], w9 447} w238 & (Jorge
Luis Borges)2}x=1], =#}2 (Randal Jarrell)o] =< (Robert Lowell)9] A& nlgslads o
Lol E A ALWUd=Y FFY FAE 2AE o8l ° =] & ol z7le
e et Zel sl 226 Y Z (ultra-modernism) 9l 7}9] FA4 & F3x =F

o,
BTZFA AL AZd A 279 £AL ‘S A’ (deconstruction) Ba A ¢l3

= AE 27
et oldl Y =& W & Aojrh, =, EéEE_tMZ-cﬂl & o] e AYEL EF
2 o] FolQl b Brk FEAQ Ao AEdtn i Fol o] Folxel gt 23 ¥

o, ob% Be x¥E 26 HF LAR JAE BA TF Aol
ZEERAUZY % oA B AL 2R AT SelA old AT AR

EstehE AR EA ARA Qe Aeleh A 3AAY L3 294 Aolx o
Q)% AEEL BHY Aol Ak A4lY EHUFE AT AP =T
HEeA AFF ¢ Aolste BFA AAL AT 2AL 4B A, 239 2

N

< A, AFAENTA, T2 4O MK (multi-accentuality) 02 A2 F 1A
2A F& AoHAY v Aozt RS & ¥, H Ao o Eeg& HE F
gho] glevtel delA EX gudd, 23 doz2x oHEe odE F e oW 4
Aoz w2y g Aoy WEolth ZHEE TAERYYFo| e 2047 S A A
ToAA AMZ AAG " A4 FEFE o7 HslAe, 272 H drkgtg
o} w34 A (aesthetic distance) & F3 7 @ o] ojd df=2, ofwl AAE AAHAA,
A"A AAUA, AT old BFE 3tz UeAE EoloF & Aojrh
EEERYYFolgte S0l TS FAZA Eoqvudd, 2 o7t A v w7
= AFE F U o] ol ‘TEE, ‘Erl’, ‘o]|F Y AREoz TAH Ak
G 2] A EARG " g EoJA o] FelEd, adE B’ AW ‘22
29 FA e, TEERGF A9 43 dgd WE o™ FAF Yy F
oel, ‘EHUE #E TxE'e A Y& 4% gl HF HrolA Fgolth, =
P2z 29 A9% daA4E Fang 2R'Y Ads BouF ol HaA4 Ao e
24 EEE e AT delat Asel £4¢ st dhm, 2eUE} Fade
el A =2/ T2ERAUEY E2A L Tt At A Fetez = 6ok
gteh. ‘EH o] &9’ (postmodern) A Alo] e BTt FF oA ZAERTYEFL
94’ (modernity) & Al GAe] ofd A4 Atz A G ‘THF7]4’° (postmodernity)
S AL FAL D 9 Aelw, AL E AN el A JEAY AFezAY
‘e+2d] A’ (postmodernity) 3} Z-& FHH-& AAx Y& RAo)7] A Folc}t. aEEZE ZAE
EHYZY A E AAAE TAG 0% FolH, 2ol od RREE AUz F1/
D204’ o2 B AEAE 44Nk s, W% 49 2Ae A /220

of
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Aol d3te] 270l vetve A Fol A Aolrta Qle AAgEe] od HEE ZA 2
AL A7 oF et

Z2ERUYUEE ‘EW oFER 49 Ao wAm EAzAe] G A, 4%

qote AR5 ol dsrt e, wed A4 AYe 2ASE FEW Pl

= FAT w37t AR eE AA = 32 ok 79 Aore] £ Aig, Gabe Ay

9 FAo] A3 A Fol DA 4 ool A W=t 2 e o, A4 AP L A

O

2¢ B5¢ w2 el H6, 42 990 eality) = A2$ %4 A4F B
de 58, F A2e 494¢ 4T 298 TAEEOS AF $2E G
2% zrEEde A 4AQ 42 ALt FAdAS 270 9 AA ke
A Egole, e ¥ForE 2R $4¢ FIRE A2 FH4o] o9 F5d 2
Qb 2 g ez Aze AR G4 olF ded Y4 Bebd F YAl
A Fgolh.

2. BELUIE], ZAEQCGLIE, XAEQEH 28§

AAAE AAFS Foba A op¥x, ez £A50] A dAA A= g ou)
T o3t @ W, o) W vge 7R AYEol Fokgd TAYLE Hojsty dE AL
A, dute] ANE A4S LAE s AR 2 A2 Bl Ee 2ok
o A& ARl THL Yol Z =, AFrtest zALLE Yojum RENFEY 4
Fgol AR Qe AL 2 @, AFHS A5 g FE AAGIIE HolA
W, Aot &) FAH F& ot FAe)A F AR wrE B oo, 5T
o AEE 23 o FAolRE nAL 24 £ W, 429 AN 4EAAN2 AL W,
St 2AY & o] ZEAERAH B3} Fol 4z . 2, oA $97 A9
3 Ao] gk o] TAEEUF E35 Qe 4 2A& ARARE AL Az g
oh udtal, o] A He AFEe] 2Eo] e AAY 4 AL Yz 23
g% Aoz FASE, EAZAY WS AAL A A3 AAd dste THE
oz FwESAY AGHPs] ¥ ol '

z2ErdY Qe AL AZEL 2045 File]l = B =evs] A3F TLER
g B3 Lol A9 &9 2ol detd 2 olgel A% AFEFE Ad 2 AL o
A S 2dgs ARSdA 49 JnE FzE SEA Foz AR A
‘01 4°e, A3 AgEol T mpg wlFol ~‘-=7] AAG 2047 Fae ARs
AAE, AR AFAAAL $Hez dARA ARk $FA gAY orETHEe T
o ¢4 Aotk AEAQ Aol FUAA HAxZ, EA 2 AAE Bzt 249

!
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94 : A 3 RO (F25E)
3 Ao, Fohdt AUA BEDE AEFH sdol 2 Aels dAsA Hich 204
7 ZuA $FE o)W WA —zzmz(logos)—o| w} &Fol:, AL 27t A
0] 4’ (reason) 8] P oz $F 2uaE A& F vtz AFH fou, ATAES
23 252 Al 23 AANAFT 7k 52 o)A’ q] HE Aoz uwAgeh 7Rt
FA A F29 A3 (The Myth of Sysiphus)o| A RlFH R, QA7 A2 of#d 4
Tz B& o] g2 A& 943 5 Foldof st F2T AYA REGz A
= gl

49 270 AE AAo] wiF At AL g Bgs wEHE
2% A2A A —EB YR (metadiscourse)— 7+ wkF ke A Au|&et. 2 vhd oA 7t
ASgE A d2A 4¢ 3A P TLERAG F3= o 4AG Zon, od $4%
A AL7h? E2ERRY B3l ZAA2FHA stEdA dejA o] oz, WAz 2
o $ert AF stz B2 Bd4aAY ol fd £ 5 4& AW $H A &
o olu] dAH Ygich 2wl HEAthe] Qlzte] uhgo] EAFT el A LWL A%
o] Bt 580 A wgez uiHAz, A7 o4z ald wiEE £ FeEls A
B, AEs} Aol gl 2 479 EAYIL iz 449 2z 2dgs
o] 20417] &7+A 9] a&/r‘v} A A F28 GAA S4— FEARY (modernity) —& <l
78] o] Aol HE A A 2 Beoeg AT ATAIY dEHn T 5 Yk
232 2047 Fubel 99 F AAFTET AGFEL Jl2 @ A3 AdEF L AU
AW o] Rk B A APz, TAERGF EI9 aAY FA-—EAREE
(postmodernity) —= JFMko 2R e FA G od FgH ek F Z2ERUYE’
F ZEHYE 7 94 Fofl el ol Sl Egolsa ¥ 4 ek

22w #] 2 (Blumenberg) 7} [ZH 9 A RAJ(The Legitimacy of the Modern Age)ol A
ARG A2, 9 QojA ‘BHUE & ‘GaAd gaAdH F dEEe Age o3
£ QAztY wige] EAdE e FAFH EF9 P& Fux
ZAgue A2 FEA oz FA3HA Pt Ao A A
g Abe] st e FE EAYFY ZHE olAA AYY 492
oo w3 = o} & AFE Ao, 49 HAE FIA= T
o] 44 wq A o] EAE AA 93 ARE &4 9
o P AWE B4 FL qIE Bz, PR =z AR 29eE A6A .
Foldd A TAYH AT FAAF ARt EATAA doiA FAEA AR Fe
AVAA gl Bz, FAdez A4 & FHEHN HNEL 280 Ad d4

1) Hans Blumenberg, The Legitimacy of the Modern Age, trans. M. Wallace (Cambridge:
Cambridge Univ., 1983), p.136.
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24 A5 5 $F42 FA9gd. dole AAEA ANES dusse dele] 2
5 Fg Aegelyel slel 44 AYY 99 wel Y& 49 Arlee AmeA =
sl ek.

F2ETAY AdelE oleld Aol % Fudoz Yepfos], amE TEER
HUEE AAEA 7 So] @ A Weole §74 ANE FE dejd AFAY
024, Euge Fsolx FAd AYsels, TLE =
A& ze) Wuselw 1A0E BFD 49 waolth 1 B3 FAA A - AAAH
AR - 58 - FEAAE FASE AYHolxn vetd o] 4% (Apollonian) 3z
A, AFEd, Aol Adel F&d T3, delst G A4eF 7
AA AAL £FAANE 23}, o] QAL = 2
Bk (heterotopia) & 3 £, ‘A% ol €27’ o] 3l Av=E £t
= )

22ERUG E3tE HEEHS 2047 Fube] $E3Fe dEE AFEA - ZE
Aol wgg Adgy, ASER) 22 EFYPD AFES AL E g W ASTE
L 259 AYL o wFE B4 Fo4TH ANES Z2A HGlx, E3hek fEof
B3 AEAA Y7 dAH T =g obFY Jax BHE gle % £, oF
B Egd 5ol L8 €9 498 J2AR R, AFH R sty FAHud ‘mET
2 7t e R E AR

YA G} FATA e 2L T 5
FAgels EESetE QAW FAEL nad Yok AFHD St AL F AN
A $a59 APl FHIhm AART, AAH FAFol I8 wEeIA, A7e] FEel
AAL &5 ofo] Hfch. 2 A% AAA e FE 9 Bl Eo) T A

deER e FAT A4 e ALT A W AAY, wAN

202 Lyotard) 2] FAH 2, o4 9§l &|F 4749 FE A4’ (knowledge)
s ‘Qlol’ (language)®] 47 ¢ AFAATE. A4 RAE THE Asoz B AR
484 75e chidz, A2sd ¢ ar Be 159 A4 ERAGS. A9F
S G4z, A - A9 - b grhge] F¢d AT St AAE o F2A o]
44, Fedd, $A94 FUAAE HEelod W5 A4’ (narrative knowledge)—
R, A3, A4 5ol 9 AFHE £%F 49 A9—L 24402 AAAL A%D
bgoluls she
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9% A W B (B258)
A4 (scientific knowledge)e ¢=3te] FEE et ? ‘2ACl FAs P Ego of
el A4 PR Aol oA ‘A< FEA 2R £ YA BE T
Hets] a4 Bas R

FLERUY AYSAAE A E AA2EY AR FLE 5E anFYs A%A
3 ol A A/ (true/false) & 74]7) 1814 A8 Aol B/3 7 (just/unjust) & 7}

E del, 293 58/v %5 & (efiicient/ineflicient) & 712l ol e Aol
Fgelt oAt S T AelolH, AL, BA FES lEHEE B2 UGz,
Lot Aok opil A o} EAE A At FEF ohFThed] e 2L AL F
APt 2eht Z2EEA A3 S AL, AREL FE BH2A F W} FI
AA et & #, 22z FEel WAA BhzA T @, A2 G2 JolAAE B2
det BAE Ahe7) G4 QAAA AL E dolst A FFE FA 2T A5
AL A7

sake} wdo] dlof & BaAs L, A4S} AFH A%g vhlAAE AL el od
Apdel A elr] gkl FA’ (proof) & ‘G’ (consensus) & & FYo] A Foloh. Aws
2 FAS FAE Fngond ojdd AT Aol A4¢ AAEA ARY F Yo
WGz, AAA FAE ol &a FA% FAE 22attd AzelA =gk A5
A A TFALELY FHE FaIA AFD ZE A3 Bl ‘FA' S ¥’ & Fust
A FgozA AAAYE, AFE 4L A T, ALER T, 22w 2

A7 AN FHEE A e FEA’ (efficiency) 9 A ¢ (game) 2.2 w7 P o,
A8 FEAA AW se A4 EI%M Y

4 Ao ‘FAABY (grand narrative) 249 J5¢ AR, 4 A
2 FAANE FEH AL 0] 2 A E HARk o4 FYE TAZ o E FE
A AL 2 AAE 055431&E% s olAAA At AR ojd AEE ]
204719 Fde $FEY BE EA7 2FL49] 40 AH 2 8L 9F

mio
H

»

Q,

=

1

fd

z, 479 EE H94 995 HERY ANE wAA 9% Al 2Ien &
L2 e SAGHasad o, 2007 24 Sel 9 el =ARR

do A4 $8AH, FERGAHE $9F4o] TaERd Adel GdE ddele
A% 59 AFNY GAAAE 4T A4Rn A2l 24} 2P 2R
Aol N2 Aze AA AAsL o F4AA HE BE gule] AdA F4¢ @4

2) J.F. Lyotard, The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge (Manchester: Manchester
Univ., 1984), pp. 18-26. For a digest, see Madan Sarup, An Introductory Guide to Poststruc-
turalism and Postmodernism (New York: Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1988), pp.121-23.

3) Ibid., pp.9-11.

4) Thid., pp. 23-6.

5) AAE HY, (F2ERUVE % 4] 3 & “‘q“’] BIA £ FEAH, 1988), 180%.
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T Aoz dolERd AEAH dEFE AN FASA AAA Y dfFe A FA o
=, a4, §A, %?ié—?g EAE Bz, WA fd, 449, FE, FAHE AFsd A
1 Awste AAZ = et

sl A 4o ‘%JZ}??& ‘FAAE Eo] gEEHA, TAERY AW ghe 2L 3]
o A9 BAGt 2 A AAS EAGE T4 BE AT oA st AA=
Ardo]l Brlsdlgon, FA449 A3 e, Fr(Foucaut)sl A& o FH =z, ‘BRE
7 (heterotopia) 7} H el AA L oA ‘€53 Aol E Az 4P AFAALN &
A g & vhe gt 228 X~ (Gorge Luis Borges)o] mhs el AL&w FZ9 ol Wi

A o (metaphor) £ EAEA Y AAA] g 07 ol¥R (lmagewav} st
% B, z Wbl ‘BALHS,’ Wolghr nzEd,’ Pol FE, ‘YA A7
0 A, WA o2 EEE0 FANSA EFF Yz, WEE AdE el

P 2ol ek s wedil BAT G, QAL od AEEE 2

# 44¢ Az 2L WF2 $FY 249 A2F 23X 29 AAA 40
F2EBEG T8 4T Y = 1) AAF o= & AL (F. Jameson) | A

% (the market) o7 oleh. ZEEBEY T8 Fold A & 270 A 4 £

AAAAZ QEAFE A 2 3 u}. 2 AGFA AFEL AFEAA 2 HAE 2,
259 el 9E AQE gelskx ok Adsss] @] AdPAL FAst
Azivbgel 9 Ad¢ BAHAA 2 AT, AT w2 Qv WAL 429
o Q179 whgdel g AL PHHAA 2 Ageh AL FAe a2, T4 ol
EARAE A2 A2 Wl Qe A4 9L, 22l 270 FHe] FeE 6z
tehte ol $Y 99 4EAG a4 AU HA gx dof AN =
gt ZEERAY Ade] 4 o L2 AAAAZEE welv 9F FoAe o
£ A% ol e2A’d g A F9eh 4% AANAE 59 4de T F
Adgdez dz 92, 3% d4e 4E3E SHez oA Hoch roErde Jue
BE Ado] AEHHE AAelH, FFH Aol 9@ AA) HRe) AZ 4T I A
A AR ¢ 32 42 I W EANA e A ek

3 7} BT Bl ¥ vidql w8l A okAlel ALY 4o
2, TAERY T3 B JEMM o 3, E#k(consciousness)®] 4E ik (unconscious)
of gt At Aule] Faloj=, HARY = ARG AE3I}E A s 8 o

ol A Aelg.

6) Michel Foucault, The Order of Things: An Archeology of the Human Science (London:
Tavistock Press, 1970), p.xv. “What is impossible is not the propinquity of the things
listed, but the very site on which their propinquity would be possible.”

7 zazg Aded 44A, “FoAdEde Bdod i wAE, 22ErdVE, 9FEEE,”
Fab#t=t w9, 1990 E35, 271-2%,
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AF A9 FHGT SEAA - AAR AR HEAAS A2 AR} Hhz, AdE F
Ak FoF Bz gor, dojv THH AALEE A A X 43 489 9
v SHEEA AR FAN AAHT AEE FoUE o] FoAA A, Atz q4A
AR AEL & ALol71E 2utFA Hz, ouldd AZ4E, oud HLIFE EFAH F
gt dAed 9l 4AN FA TE] foAARDA dEFFTL APA ol& F5H
E AEE molAl Helew, o Add xHgd diEEde diFES £33 2484

Lo

22 WASRAY 2o Bk ZolYE AYDL AT FYH AL 2= o
d9e Z2EEYAESY QAAAE old® WY HAL G4 wrelHsnch
£ e Bgolgnh agelAE AU AAE a2 G A4 AR AA
olmwt pzelsh ol Ga Ause A

3. O|4EAESe HA
zrEEAUEY el A9E TAERUR Bt o 4FAES WA Qolehe

AZgoln, 21 F3E 5 Awl FolAdTA AA—FEAA, =& KK (metadis-
course)—o] o8} EHxEolw A ol fEHE (deconstruction)o]t}t, TAEFTIVUAEEL %
~EBHS &4 o 45472 (logocentricism) ] Axe] 4l W@ @33}
2ok E2ERde o4 AAE &9 §717 AL BRAZ A9z, AT A
< Az Y9t 5L gAY dE2 {7 A £A—-FA & g_ir
o ol ¥ ‘HH (feed-back) & Foz ot 2z 2 S Y & ¥y 2ol
ZAF30 FolAdtd sxE—axX(logos), =7 (truth), 294 (consc1ousness), =
=

A

(subject), Esi2AS 94 (history)—2] AFHE wPomA, F2d', $PA’, Fx
A5, FHAY’

g 3, AT ws, ldzsd JAA L, dERS, B
o & AMiEw 2LERY F3F WA G oo, AAE F
FAAA BEERAAR A oA 4 Fo2 FojEolx 4E HuisE Aol

g} 7 (Lacan), d & o} (Derrida), F5 (Foucault)2} & F7|/ebF2FYRAZMY ZT2E
EHUAEEL, BHEY dFANA AZE Ool4A JIAE HEAUHE AYSH 22
A3 F9 v g rhEe v RS AFHA, EAER AN T2EEWY F3E A}
3 At 28 TEEERE F3ho] Bofo] ofw RoFolojef dtvtEte BHA AL
of @A, TAERTY F31o Zefo] o ojyl R F ol gt EAEH AE
of Fetelz Yoo, o F3prt AR REBMR ot X9 WEERAS, TAAF
A9 FALAY AAGA & 49 ETFY FALE, °lAF 4T (logocentricism)
o) ol 2AH AFYEL, o]A9 ol g e AFAdE =5 Wz =HP



22ERHYES G 0 F4 99

A (Nietzsche) v} A 9 2 (William James) & Hu}& F7| /& Fz2EASoAs, BE
= e AE ZolH, Agotd At mhAstA 2 8] (fiction, lie)O]V} 2 B2 Ef—ﬂ
s Fx, #st dEgx o8 F oglo] dTolx, o TR A dFd F god,
25 Apol9] firp (hierarchy) = Q191 #ql o]t} ® gk (knowledge)% ol Al v} F7E (presence;
Being)ell w18 A g o] vtz 2710l 4 ez Hygsd Fofok dejAlnzg, AA4E o
Mg EA4E glol v 2HE FEFH s =3 dFY Aotk nhek oW HYPo] o
Ao 3 ojd & Fo]l 24" F Iz HE, 2L AAY wAd d¥Y ¥ ol
A 2 AAd Fv vk E9v AAd g2, whof olzte] #e] 2okg stz gl =ld
el B e RFolgi-g Aotk oAUl AR (e AFS el WE WLo] E
A Hx, 32D g 5o doA A, FL AAE dE FHoEAY 49 F4A

—FA, G, AR, ‘Rz, AN F—5 ‘@9 thE oW Fes} mhav)
Az 74 4% A Aok, TX2ERT o277 o] AFAEII AR AP
24 A Aeolw &9 FAolazn 4A $d AZL oA A oF dol, 2YA
o224 Fioz WY 4¢ TAHNE B AES 4 For A Ed9 TIUE 4
< gkl ok gt

S Lacan) & 2 42 o) F F2FG o] 0| 217149 ol 454 ESIE 2 F3k) Fol 4
A J2—3AF2AA4, 5L KBS (metadiscourse)— 2 Ak ‘FH)’, ‘94’ (conscious-
ness), ‘xpol’ (ego), ‘wfrf 1]’ (metalanguage)o] N HES AGYFozH TrERHY
ol A4 dAHR delyd ke FuA AE— T4, B, A, ‘A’
‘EA 24 Aol (the ontological self)—g 4te] FAoz oA FojSolay Fr}l, Lo

£ A 2AEZH 0|27 7x%], ‘94’ (consciousness)L e (presence) S ol A3
Aol =2dte] 2& AQse AU AA5H o2 AAA gz, ‘Aol (ego) ‘FA
(subject) & 2 A& &3t F& 71 A2z, dole e AAE AFAINE WA=
A Feqh #HAL 49 #4 Asta ‘oA’ 3 ‘FA o YAAA G AnForA,
a2l AR £AE wHdozd, FeFY En oA 2B A
Ak

e WAt gste ‘WY AAE Foldrtets Bgol AgsA, oA ARy F
A" (subject), ‘Aol (ego), ‘ZRA’ (the individual)el] & F2& HA Fokch ol
g3, e 2Rz ‘EAEH Aol (the ontological self) &= AP Al A4 5HL A
sl b AY ¥ AV £2£22F QA™R F 93, AVNE HAFE ALEAY B

-

m]o
ot

8) Friedrich Nietzsche, The Will to Power, trans. Walter Kaufman and R.]. Holingsdale (New
York, 1976), p.451. WAlel &stad, 218 zAL Rz ok (untruth)el v, Q179 &AL oA
T glol ‘AR ezHH gt EQule faiwl, <lzko] W] mopolyivizty e RYE
o] mFollg Aolrh
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(the other)7} glol& A= ‘FA”, ‘Ao, Ao ol2A Zdrt. zEZ= ‘EAEH
Aol b W eba QA sk A FAT, AoV, A —& AF sHAHE ALl ulHA
A2 Wydd ‘EAEA AoV otk dustd, BAgte ALL W siA R F
FA4’ (subjectivity) ¢ Rz doiA, W dA ‘HA o BEFHe] AA (intersub-
jectivity) ol A wtERz, ‘BA Y FHAo] ola) WP = #Fe]ct.?

‘EAEAH Aol L B o} A ] FA G Ao E AT W, FA (D)ol o
geh. zElz 2L ASA T, AR SR EAEA, FEFHgTd s F
Az dygd W E oA dH AgALEA, FA S ‘Ao & EAEH AP 2F
B o2 8 48 BN AL AA (the mirror stage)—A &5ol 4] Ao A&
7P3=1‘411 a2 @—Q AEZ AF4e7] AFstes @Al —olAY frote AZHA FHA o3

F 9z, 1 dodE, A¥el A3 FHE upHefA AolAxE, AEe Ft
i‘ﬂ‘# a2y AEAGA’E A ool st BH*?-%‘:— Aol e FRe 9
A ‘olu]” mkEelR Aoln, ‘EAEA Aok & AFAQ AuiFt ‘olu]” AFFH el
ol 2AAAAL RIFAHA 5 o] gA "t fote old “FARA —del 3
A3 3 2 A SE E A —o EolAA =Hed, AxE a7t AgsEe AL ‘oA
9 AR’ Bz YE ‘oA zE o] (the name of the father)o] o8 25 &F
b AR L A SATE AAT Aotk F frobe AR EAe WM
Ha oz ‘FATYG AP E FAs:, EHY EZFE golwH"AA AAIY (indivi‘
dualization) #At}. 19 dolE AL Aoz vbTE WFA (metaphoricity) o] s, e
2 20 ‘olu]’ A A3 A uld & ‘FA’ Y Ao} 2AL WE ‘EAHEAH Ao
2A9 W e Ha A

oA gl ‘FAN G AAI T AR g ‘EFHEH Aop o Hyols, ‘&
A A 2RE 3TH AH 2 ‘1}714—91’(Self-ahenatlon)«] FAoltt, ‘Aol g AL
9] g7 g AA G dojA AFol, Aot FEFAL AQANENHY R
FHAolxm, 2R L BoAg FAolth ZRo|ES Apohe 2], Aol (ego)E oA T o
4 247 $Eo] FEE Fo THE FzeE, Ao JoiA stF zAR TPl of
Yrt #AA ddASE Fel, FA'E oA o o] AdE UY (negation) A ‘&
FE 2272, A7¢ V' 2RY $AH AHFA = Ao ol ohidh
Fop o ‘FA’E AA o] HEojw FHTA FAA A AdAd] A FTorFE fu

9) Jacques Lacan, “The Mirror Stage as Formative of the Function of the I as Revealed in
Psychoanalytic Experience” in Contemporary Critical Theory, ed. Dan Latimer (London:
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1989), pp.500-9.

For a digest, see Sarup, pp.16-9.

10) See A. Lemaire, Jacques Lacan (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1977), ch. 9. See also

Sarup op. cit. pp. 14-29.
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A, Bdglol HAT 4HF AgAATL 9E o LYAIARE AW A=A, 4F
FoAEo] F33= AAY, ‘o|AAql A&’ (rational choice) & & + Q& 53L& 2z
Qe A= otk zHEE FFY FolAs%e A2FR AAY A, A A
2@, @qAd FA, BHA AoP S AEEL TAERAR T g Fe w2y ¢
o] 814 = o] of ek,

W2l o} Derrida) & EZ2ERQE £9e) g ‘2m’ (logos), “FfE’ (presence), ‘E
A (Being), ‘A’ P By, 2AEE Fozate o] AFAFY Ho4dL #A e
e} EehE (Platon) o] e] el 7 }%7}% BE EAY TR HE F449 o
JozAe) WA (presence) & stz QY= o Fo] el e o] Wa &
& AezA ‘2marols AW shz Ww Yyt delths ol 4FAF TR $3¢
P FTHoz Aoigtel ‘Zz 2’ (logos)o] 2AL FAALozA ‘2anx’d ‘FA4 &
AART. Fgolvt EmAd, et $est WA’ o)s] zemz FA'olm Wi
AL ‘z1—;~, ‘GAA’, AN QAL AW AA dHA ARd AY W, I
1712 Q14 o]l ojul FHEx EAT 4 A
3, Fg8 shdAels, Bdge QA A R0l
2, G A% "olAAE 2AT + 9 Aol 2dnE, Agd ZE AL o4
E, Wol4A qd AclE EAAE YAA FFG AAES A ke,

9 ‘B’ (presence) By A $kEl RS0l WA’ (presence)d 4 FEIH? o] L
g et shol €] A (Heidegger) 258 o Fol a4 799} 4L o] 3= ELoldh o]
WAL EA’ (Being): ‘EAlohd’ (¥Being)ol B2 2 wo] S ZFATE A ALl ok
debs Joh W W st WA 49t 440l Bz AAAols BAL B
st g9AE Ale, Al Aol AAE AR NG A4 S ol 47
Aek sk, BAE 449 Awg we AA £40] do} S @AY B, LA
FTFHoz AYAL AL Bglo] Ad=y) W Eold. b ozl 42L differsnce’

E 2oz ZRREW, of Hol: 4 (deDoz BHD AL AAY IE £ v @
e ouldl A aho) (difference) & mldke], FAdl 4P (S G old HHES
4= 449 AYE AQAAE 479 AL DS B Bojcia: guldg A
(deferring) 8] 2} & x|}, 12

Aol ALY AE 5 Q& FdolAu 2 Suke] T 4 dhel gohd,

i3
o,
>
&2
o
N,
X
_Ei
¢ Fh’
B
r_orl;i
it
b
e
1o

4

r

pk

11) Martin Heidegger, “Thinking and Destruction,” in.Contemporary Critical Theory, pp. 124~
34. Sarup, p.35.

12) Jaques Derrida, “Structure, Sign, and Play in the Discourse of the Human Sciences,” in
Literary Theories in Prazis, ed. Shirley F. Staton(Philadelphia: The Univ. of Pennsylvania,
1987), pp.393-408. For a digest, Sarup, pp.48-9.
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‘T4n 494 AAFT JANT 29952 FA0d Az 4ATE AT 04’
(Logos), ‘=&’ (the Word), ‘#’ (God), ‘@A’ (the Mind), “2]4]’ (consciousness) =—
< TAHYS A gE zubFolok vk zEm TITHY ¥z (binary opposition) E—
BA/ER, FA/AA, FE/EA, F/R, AR/E, AA/EH, 2/F, J4/F94, &K
F/RE, AA/AA, AA/ZA, FAFA/ALFY, AFFY/AAF S5—Atold &
A Bk ALk (hierarchy) = &) A 5 o] of 3lc}. o] A "‘1\"4 ofd’ o AR 4o FHoz 9
AR AEE e ‘oEmQE’ F& ‘AL o FEgol glol gHE A = YA
Hez, ZE AAEY v & gyt 9wl ‘294 A4’ (the presence; the transcen-
dental signified) & =2 ool x WA YA Fgh. @

e F Ed, 2/29 A W3d dads g8 Fo] HAdd. dupgoz
F2 “&f (metaphor) ¢} ‘#-f’ (metonymy)el] & A zEz HRMI AES A
T2 BEE AYAA Tdd Ao BE, 272 BERZYY oF o]
A7 g 282 AR AAE 3 3geE Lol ud 2
A b zeiv AAZ wA e 2y @."H"ﬂ Ak o] Fe Wy F& % olAd
Asel, zezz w2 2SS oY g4 AFE WA o
ok % ZhEElA AAe] AR e E dAAE F 59 22AE o
T AAzALR o dolAE A$rt Bon, AR FF B WYY FF 2%
St difrell 2% WA M AEY 2EE A& B35 S
HEE dAe a0 ¢ sigds ¥ 4 vk b4 2k, Fol4 & A (writing pa
% 2ol ¢ ol BohE AWE EPY BE ARE BolEd 2 AFE JUS
AT 7 2, 2 AT Ao AAE 2Ag0) A4 AL EEsA Aok F4 F
o & T AFL o9 P9 AHE il AAG Folv A& g F YA H
L, 948 el bzt FAY ol wtEE dx FeJds] o Folrh W

Fm (Foucault)d] Z2ERW F3lo] i e Bzt AF bl dig 4% 7]
A7 ek gl v EEg FaelAx, RelE ‘9 (knowledge) o 2 HE mFol
Ad, ‘G = whEelR A Fhtelth ‘e olst ke A6 FAA BEY AFL
2A ARl ohak 174 HA e, AAgE G943 AP AL Az, 2A & od Fo
) Azt AR PAo R —}3-5 = ‘Y’ (power) & AAEW ‘A’ st Aot v 94
49 RAY AZo] ok Y (powen s LT A9 shiel @E' (discourse)—
4 "4 e AL FA— AR ged. 2304, ‘g FHE R ek re

Qe FoH o gA AP E whEe] T 2AL oW BAF AL A

ki

mt 2

=)

fo,

28

=
=

r}L

o

fo,
Sk
= R,
oft,
I
o
hH
2
& Bk
rl

Moo

A B

. 13) Staton, op. cit., pp.388-9. Sarup, op. cit., pp. 40-1.
14) Sarup, pp. 46-7.
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AT, FL& Azel &3 e Aol oz, EAsE ‘FEE’ (discourses)—3FEH < o]
FE—E ok, WHAA FRAY AFEY FF
EE AE’ (the unsaid)o] WA He] gt 27 0] T §
EARE kA g4 AL A ‘YL ABEH]

el g BAAA XE A ZFAA—E DA

[}, wld = E]HMLE_, 194 7]6 9@ oW =<8 J(I, Pierre Riviere... A Case of
Parricide in the 19th Century)o) 4}, Fmi ‘Az’ shi Aol o) @A whEoix 24, A’
s s "E e FAE FAAAE A ndFa gk o] HolA w2

= A e T8 e e 7‘171 oA W9 Tyt HP A HE
AARE 2 28 HE ARy A% 29 AqA] FAEA A=, 2 FAE
Lz H94, FAE, *E—"Z.L; A%, A, J4e, AN § 4 Eoke] & A
T EE YR E W] 93t ZEgth A=Y FFel Fod:
AtghEe] old AL Ad9etes = E 23 e @, wdZee AU} (the author) & F2
Exto]l WA Hel, 2 Bl2E YuiE ofd =E] A W wuh éﬂﬂ‘ﬂr ‘9
2 o Z-538A gk, w29
Azl A ol et o] A Mol AAG ‘G —%Y AA—o ¢ F Y&
A2

ZA S EANE P AXNE WA, A2d FES FEL HEE

_.

%

A & wtee g FAE od BFoz M fet? AL Fast FeFe
E9Y AAE A% AR = ke AEolth Fmel gawl, 22z A AEH
WA Eeld AFG AuFE (master narrative) & o] Aol WF FoA Ve Azz
A 1841719 AdEFFo 2ty AAGTh FA Y 2l dxdE F59 (leprosy)ol vt ]

(madness) 9} -2 +4A o2 wolEd F gle AE ol Z2AzA w}sle] W 9
W2 EolA FSe) AH Y. 2 1847 o] & o) 4] Aol ‘B H F
A& TAZ 3t MAEH AE—ALE, B, v, $25, AT, B
F—BFst wol4el FA H4w, TATL FAAL AH2uy A 2EA

AES WD ABLAL NSER 28R 19474 ol zal, o4 I4
= g A gk okdel v s EAe AR BF GgeAd AT FARS BAF
ma Foucault, “Nistzsche, Geneology, History,” ed. D.F. Bouchard, Language,

Countermemory, Practice: Selected Essays and Interview (Oxford: Blackwell, 1977). For a
digest, Sarup, pp. 30-1.
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Ol A ARE EE AFEdA =HA 44 8730, 44 oddAy TE A
€ AAse ‘BHMEHEA (panopticonism) F Z2A =z, BE AFEUE, 2434

, A AAL o]A FIFd AEHAL oY Jaie “&OVJ’Q At
91 JAR o 2R AgE JAREL, oAl & BrY JA J.

Fmo Al QlefA, ‘FA & ‘o)A’ (reason) ] ‘u]o] A’ (unreason) T} W FZHE ‘o] 47
2 ‘vlo] o] i Hllozel sAolw, menE TAERGY AdE ol4e FY
o wlojAdY #E Adelch. AL BU S AT A& x4 AFelH,
Af-Eakel fiet A S FY Adelx, dAY 4ol FUAAE g7dE AR A -
AgA FAAAN Ad T35 o) A A Qe Aotk Fno Hallvhis EAlE
A KAz e, 9 g EAE 9 H G

® E
2’2 @A, wleld g 2ALR FEeA, w0 A AHE H%ﬂe%“t— ALt st
= 7

Ao} g (Marx) b 2 ZA £ (teleologist) Soll Al Yol Aok =e), FueAde
EPIRA B 2R WA AR ok ‘AdE F4’ (grand thesis)
9 AHE 98 £46 AAE B A4E LA T4 g ol Sl o $ol
E B4 3 AA A4, A2 1A A fe 40 FH2ZNE AAReH, 29
F 847 4% el AUz ek 2w, o B3 A 9E A3 3
g A e ‘%%; (discourse)l] 914, && =z FEo] AR B
(constants) 2} A, “BA’ (essences)olet= Zo d& dnj & AVA =z, d8&
Aol Hlz dfE FHoz e vA HYoh 28 2E fert TARA ga HFoA A
FL Y B EgE 4U1E 4dvd, AR ES g4 FAE sﬂzﬂﬁ}l -
o2 dWHd A, AAE S A, A4S A4S A, dAYE doidH A
“local,” the “disqualified,” the “illegitimate,” the “discontinuous”—59] é&' ol 9] 2fu|
F ALAs oF tx, A4’ o] Eor aEAA AME HAdz, 9AE Ase, 2§
< Ad AR AT AR Y Aol £ Ao Ao gt 23A #FozH
oA A Zelx & ‘A (history) s} ok Y5’ (genealogy) & 4 o gt

G745 delc zelz Fre TERHUEE U9 T T30t Azz AW,
vt Z2ERTY F3EA ot 23 E5g A2 vehd o4 F49 Alaze] o
g Aol T2ERTWS E3E JREM’ & NEH S FAE o Az AXEE

T Q€ AdT AL AFE E3olH, TEMANE AEFAA AR 2 V1A
F 45 Axdte TG #2s dEd a8n Fag 2 I /ATEFAAER

16) Foucault, Madness and Civilization (London: Tavistock, 1967), especially chapters “The
Great Confinement” and “The Birth of the Asylum.”
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AAFUEHY A HE FIAHA AT FA, Ak’ ‘Bna’ G 5
S—g AATezA o 4FATHE AAN Wk 2BAA QelAE FAY =2x
2 AW} GarE T A4S B 9 HFoln ‘Aol st A ol
o 28Dz 4 F40% oA 4d ASL BE o ‘e’ Qo A4 g =
AAGA AAoln], &2 FF FRH A G493 F5E 4 vt gk 2P, o
W ‘AW 22 (master narrative) 0.2 ZA9] o] Y& 4o AFXE od o] AA
o2 EollE AL &9 dFoln Aol FEoldh, TrERTE SEm WEe
Goz¥H ud Adrde B N3] dade EEEY 393 AdE v Fe
ZE (petit narrative) £ ¢h-& FA Sk o], 28 Fo2A 4& 924 RFoz #
Qs ok et

4. Old=al0lgte| &l

Z2ERTYY AAE ‘o]A’e Azutoz Hgd ¢ olE F2#] (absurdity) 9 34 (pa-
radox) & 23 Uk ZEAERCUUZE F7lEx OlA7¢] it Aua wlgoz I
= 47 del, gAY EAH Fol dv dAr HY, ‘=z’ o ey EXde EAL
glzAe ‘Fzxze’E By 2EE =T Hze Y ‘BdE) FANY ‘2@3°9 4
ot At AAA ol FAY FTA Az EMY 48 Addd =z FY98] 4
A ol FAY £3-E Al Yok E8e gelAe ZAERHUAEES E G
A8 ZEERUYZEEF TEAY F£ 540 vk, 2L 280 ZAEEHY A4
2F WA (edlity) & B3I AA £ o]AFATI ZTAR W v F—-53F,
ErUFE v d—& A3t ks AL Aol

gezeddas 345 1920499 A94AE SN A% G4 94 49
AAE HAF9t “WHEe] B”(“The Literature of Exhaustion”):ﬂ] A9 utx(John
Barth)4%, 2@t e A71E5L 250 43 g AAE £A49 ‘92 (ultimacy)
o2 =23, 27¢ ZH}e EHYA L ‘AulA 9 2 (aesthetic ultimacy)o 24 =z 3
Az w[gtd o g FAdA oo of Gtz AP P 25 o] AFA E3ot A I
B EERS A Ahd B3 E g Foz HE5Y Folok vz 4A4Y T, 2B
2 2 F35 i Fo AAAAE g o ddn 44 2EL 2o E ¥
o 284 < 5hEny Jl2R Y ‘29’ (transcendence), ‘HH (representation), ‘ZF el F
Z’ (well-wrought urn), ‘A3 A 7b’ (psychological time), “F71# & A’ (spatial form)

17) John Barth, “The Literature of Exhaustion,” in The Harper American Literature Vol. 2.
(New York: Harper & Row, 1987), pp.2134-5.
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g AAYx, AAS FsNA Aze v 7P, reErde) £9
‘ez v'&_—ﬁ:}’ (literature of absurdity)o]lglom ‘FFo F3p (literature of assent)o] gl
literature of loss)o] g om ‘XA E-2o] 3 (literature of silence)o] g r}.
o AL BobEolA B AT W olgom, 109 $44L

I
o
e,
o,
'S r_{n
_1°"
~ f\

Z2EREHVEY £33 £AY FzE FxET FHoz 2d3H P A
‘Wzel 2ot EHUE Ade AzsKafka) zolx(Joyc) AW, ELER
A he] #) A E(Samuel Beckett)\} 3. 23~ (Jorge Borges) & A7tEL WR S F
2o 43488 o4 RE 24940 BWRHAATT tpz, 2 A9 I
W EA W e Bdd & 42 e BA BR A EEAPE =4 Mo
W, A% S0z wASe PRFY Bl AW Fdoz R g FAT
(wordless mimes)$] B AL Lz ul2rt FASIL 9 Eo], A o}x (John Cage): T4
33200433 A, HAEE FSEI(Wart)) [E2] J(Molly)ol A, ez BEHAE “ao
2 oue, 57 3HY Z}7]—”(“Pierre Menard, Author of the Quixote”)$} “F oz v g

] & 4”(“Contamination of Reality by Dream”)o] A o] A &4 u]dte] u|See] Bw ‘Rz
2 actz A4E FA % 44L& A2t

AolAE 2o F& Helz Zole Tt ddtgds AR FAYz, WAEE Eelz
o F ‘w30 YRS AE —the silence of which the universe is made’—~0ﬂ
A A 2oA Aok £ REdas 29 FATER ST A2k = (Cervantes)?] ¢
Ao WA 2A ALY, 2 A4 Foz AAAAES AYsA At o)F TAE
EUUAESE $4 Foldsl Dotz EASZ,’ ‘DAL AAd e, ‘A

Astz AEd sl e AL FAAE Al dsted, ‘Yo

14
ikl
4

o

A 27
GE Aol dojubE AA, FAFo] EA=A AA,” ‘APz YA AAE &
SRA oz, FIt Aus AT T Ao2A A A4AwA Fd AA
2 Axy dzAd Hrh 2E5L SZAHY FEHE A A, =z F49 F=
2 2o ZE £ 942 BEAL JYFAYTE FH Yok
222U UE T o|AA Aol BEM S oz Y 49 ®hE TAAE ‘A4
o B ot} zAERUS A= BTz, Ay, =7m, Awdtz, #3ee, A9
¢ 383A g RAER 9A5eH, 2822 49 §714 oAt
Z2A9 49}, 357 (Leslie Fiedler)7} =8] dlAle] “AAE Y3 24 & 55" (Cross
That border—Close That Gap)o] A AAbiel =) 2, ®ulF(Kurt Vonnegut)o] i} u}a
Z(Charles Olson), 712 2(Allen Ginsberg), #]2]=t(John Berryman), ¢}E] (David Antin)
3 e 2ERUYEE FEL 49 4714 duAE del¥d meVEY ‘ZFE
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el dHejA 4GPt ¥ Zef = (Conrad)r} Fo]x(Joyce), o =]RX(Eliot)e]r} £ (Woolf)
v off o] = (Yeats) 72 qu_/;_e_::—.o_ ‘WakAel A0 W A0 ‘TAHA A, ‘2w
A9 2, EaAAd ¢ FHE e Asdx Y 2FER & F2A

olel st 5‘_—4‘—-‘5—3‘:1‘4&_—%% TAFY dE5Ee] FHE + de EBHA 9} 243
o Ae 28] £ Soll Fod 23¥fn, 23A Fozd Yddz’ ‘Fa 4&
dojvle]l = Bl d£& Aste doh

Z2ERUYEY 3o HFEY 4% 442 otz dA 27 59 FAHR
HEFEE & ol 2047 4k Fole AFESHY o) UFE A& RS = T,
ELERUYEEE Mg ol T dFESS 55 4F FAGZ FELE £ F
ARG, 28] AFTHE ‘FR 23 28 Pd AL, T J2E S ‘HAdIP
2z F45d Q7] Aol A AARSYSs TFH oz Age] Hifels, EHE
A7 sfgeld A FAo] 17k -gola, AL o7l AZdA uglrml o 4 &
iBft(degeneration) stz 2E9 FFolgich. zelmE 25L& tﬂ%‘g‘ﬂ ¥ T AE F
F o d #3EF Foll, AFEIE L@ gl Ao Goluid, A =&
Fol AN G QAL 4 93¢ dAY F7 A %A sz A= Aotk B
Yol £E9 AdE AAMFstE ‘BT (literature) 0. 29 ‘&’ 9] A xgridd, 2AE
EQUZE WER (literatwre) 029 $9] AxGe. E2EEHUZY 0Fde e
9] A% (Apollonian poetics) & F= do] 449 4E& 93 dolE FosE =39
5ok,

[ 23 $29 Ax A 1](The Dismemberment of Orpheus, 1971)o] A shako} =] A gkl
2, I2ERUYE £FL ETZ-]QZ‘-Q] FZEAHQ YA FE AL} 279 HevFE
A oA e BERE $4¢ e HER A GAG £RezA AR £ o
th o] HofA L TZER ‘%i«] & dedsa @el Adgd o8 AR At
SR e Tuiw Hl%ffﬂ- AAA #He) W P ersas AYEL FA%
ol gt A FAAQ g FE 224929 WEE Aty 34 ¥4 2F 4
BF2(Hebrus) 7o w1 Wdvh Z2ERGE A9l iaiﬂ—r‘*—— Agg AbA e g4
o date <5 =g drndg g 5d Fe Ag =
HAA ] o] gl £&F g dol ERT ¥ AU A3 2 $AE o
A gelo $g2HY 2228 29478 FRE 3, FA A s F
T o 48 339 25 ASAA At ez eae AR L HikSd dest F

=

h

18) Leslie Fiedler, “Cross That Border—Close That Gap,” in The Collected Essays of Leslie
Fiedler (New York: Stein and Day, 1971), pp. 461-85.
A "’4°4, “AAE Yz AL w$H,” 2222 Z], 445498 (¥ A
% H, 1988), 29-62%.
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Ao QAN A ARDY A3 9} At t)F AFoln], ZAEFRFEH Ay Fgeln,

2 gdozE A Fo ¥ dedsany quAY 3¢ 5T Az Aot F=
ol u] g}, 1 ,

ZERHU2E A7MEL BEriyFe] ofEEAH AFLERH LA ojFE FE
B AEY 2L Ago. W Evt el (Henry Miller) 22 #7150 235 AH
1S Arta 444 vl E AV g 2L AAdE

2R 5—AA, AAD, AF, ALFY S—2HHY A7 Fiel
26 E AAY FHERY AFRAc 2EL AR L FF I A
A4 A% T AZ2E AF2 Asit :L:‘;—% FAZY 2o A AAE] 2

wu L

B
fu
o
I,
v
i
fu
it
ol
o,
?91'4
F—h
>,\J

8 &g AR, fo] A€ d€d 4% AL §F
QA 5o} Gzt thrjel2EE8 JAARl dEolEL
F9 A¥AQ Fdelgds

EUUEE Z2ERUYFAY A5 ¢ 984 AREE AF2 A", B
dUzEge] AFzsd Pd AL 2o A 994 F4, 20k TPAQ 2ax, R
o ‘4] 87 (supreme fiction)g ok WA Evt P& v XY RELERHYEESE A
B Fe] Fe Fe A—FF —2o2RE Fodvt Al JE A, FAH AAR A, 2
FopiEw xJ P2, ¢ FohiE AL oz vk 2=

e ZaMM ‘-‘E«H Tﬁ}’ °lr=l B~
A ‘FFY TH ot TZEFHUEESLE 250
A8 FFAAESE 329 G2A AAPL. Brids
94 - Fze, 2AdE-0AA - 2HA, 2n $4F - BEFY EAE 2yod, 2F
& dE7tEel A4HE A2 AT 239 AA =2 § oz dged, as
‘€38’ (purified)del 2 B zlo] ‘A9 &7 (supreme fictiom)d Aol AAY
Qoh W zey Z2ERUUAESAE F2 £d e AAYE AAE EAA

>i
2,
o
_(1)_{5
iy
r 3
[‘-}1-4
ofr
Ty
lo
ok
X,
i
1"_9_4
o
ok
A
iy
)

19) Thab Hassan, The Dismemberment of Orpheus: Toward a Postmodern Literature, 2nd ed.
(New York: Oxford Univ., 1982), pp.xvi-vii.

20) See Allan Wilde, Horizons of Assent: Modernism, Postmodernism and Ironic Imagination,
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univ., 1981).

21) o] =4 EoVEe F@ LEL M 2dUES 909 F=2,7 MFF] FTHEE LSS
w38 F&, 1989), 45-78% F=.



